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AMENDMENTS TO THE SOLICITATION

1.  Change”Block 9" of the  Standard Form 33 to reflect a revised submission date as follows:
9. Sealed offers in original and   1   copies for furnishing the supplies or services in the Schedule will be received at the place specified in item 8, or if handcarried, in the

depository located in item 7 until   12:00 PM    local_time   5/7/2003   5/14/2003
                                      (Hour)                           (Date)

2.  Alter Clause I.6, BID GUARANTEE (FAR 52.228-1) (SEP 1996) to reflect an adjustment to
the bid guarantee amount as follows:

  (c)The amount of the bid guarantee shall be 35 25 percent of the bid price
or $1,400,000 $900,000, whichever is less. 

3.  Modify Paragraph J.1, LIST OF ATTACHMENTS (EP 52.252-100) (APR 1984), Page J-1 of
1 by adding the following attachment:

Number
------

Attachment Title
----------------

M Question Sheet 2

4.  Adjust the narrative at Attachment B, Requirements for Apparent Low Bidder, to reflect a
change to subparagraph “a” as follows:

a.  Evidence that the firm submitting the proposal is authorized to do
business in the jurisdiction where this project is located. (at a minimum,
this must include General Contractors license, the firm’s license to provide
engineering services, etc.)

4.  Modify the narrative contained in Attachment K, Question Set 1, as follows:

 Question 3: Is the EPA aware of the significant potential for O&M complications associated with in-situ
air stripping devices?  In-well stripping has proven to be more practical and cost effective. 

Response: In-well stripping via airlift is not compatible with operating recirculation wells in the reverse-
flow mode. Operation and maintenance considerations have been taken into account in the
design of the circulation well systems.  EPA requires a reverse flow GCW at the subject
site.  EPA does not preclude the use of an air lift system so long as reverse circulation is
achieved, and the vendor can maintain the required recirculation flow as well as the
required air to water ratio to maximize stripping of contaminants.
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Question 6: Why not use an above ground low-profile stripper if you are not going to allow in-well
stripping?  

Response:  Based on the information we have at his time, we are confident that an in-well stripping
system in-situ stripping system would meet EPA's needs at this site. These considerations
are very important for this site because EPA and Oregon DEQ plan to sell the site for
redevelopment and desire to minimize physical obstacles to such redevelopment. It is up to
the contractor to propose an “in-well” system to achieve reverse flow.

Question 7: If we bid an air lift GCW system, would the approach be acceptable?
Response: EPA requires a REVERSE mode GCW at subject site.   By virtue of this functional

requirement, an air lift GCW system would not be acceptable.    EPA does not preclude the
use of an air lift system so long as reverse circulation is achieved.

 




